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Local columnist denies library 
wrongdoing 
See commentary section on this blog for my reasons for changing this post.  
 
 
The Library Board, too, is blameless, despite the hair-triggered judgment of aldermen who believed the 
board was taking too long. The Library Board was not dragging its feet. It was acting on the advice of 
counsel to re-boot the complaint procedure after the Maziarkas went public and their original complaint 
mutated from one constitutionally unsupportable life form into another.  
 
 
Please see: 
 
"West Bend Library Commits 'Gross Error'; Refuses to Honor Materials Reconsideration Policy in 
Possibly Illegal Manner." 
 
From link above: 
 
 
As you say, "If the Maziarkas are concerned with different issues and different books, they need 
to submit a Reconsideration form for each book." You know what, I agree that may have been 
appropriate, but that was not what happened here. Maziarka brought a complaint. It was rejected 
and she was directed to follow procedure and file a complaint. She filed the complaint. The 
complaint was accepted. She met with a librarian about the complaint. Then she met with the 
library director about the complaint. Both times were about the substantive issues of the 
complaint. Neither person complained about the form of the complaint, and neither required her to 
resubmit. The evaluation was well on its way. Then, based on the excuse of the city attorney's 
view of Maziarka's public statements on the issue, among other things, the library dropped the 
complaint without giving Maziarka a chance to say word one. That is the procedural problem I 
have raised. That is what is unfair. 
 
